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Octo'ber 1, 1891 


The Superintendent, U. S. Mint, 


Philadelphia, Pa, 


Sir: 


Referring to the designs for the new coins, prepared 


s 


Barter, the engraver of your mint, I to inquire where Mr. Bar® 

her got his impression of the heraldic coat of arms. I find tlmt 

it does not correspond in laany res pets with the heraldic coat of 

arms of tte United States as exhibited upon the great seal of the 


your 


Department of State. T heg to refer you to the seal on 

.A 

mission as Superintendent of tte Mint that you may note tlie differ 


ence 


In some respects this design is an improvement upon the heral 


die coat of arms as exhibited upon the seal and in some respets 


it is not 


In the first place, it is contrary to artistic principles to 
have one surface pass over another in a delineation. I refer to 
the scroll containing the words "E.Pluribus Unura*.;which pas%.over 


V 


the neck of the eagle. You will notice that on the seal of the 
State Department this is avoided and I tMnk, .both from an artist 
and practical standpoint, the scroll could be clmnged with advan-^ 
tage. 
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The olive hranch is usually represented with nine leaves, 
in clusters of three. The olive branch on the seal,it is true, 
has fruit upon it and it does not conform to the number of leaves 
indicated, but 1 believe it is customary among artists to repre¬ 
sent the olive branch with nine leaves. It was thought that this 
would add to the appearance of the design. 

If the oak \vreath is taken off it seems to me that it will 
necessitate a remodelling of the design, that is, that the propor¬ 
tions of the eagle etc. should be enlarged to cover as nearly as 
possible all the space available. 

Please confer with Mr. Barber on these points with a view to 

the possible p 
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[Abstract:] Relative to the designs for new coins prepared by Mr. Barber. 

Treasury Department, 

Bureau of the Mint, 

Washington, D.C. 

October 1,1891 

The Superintendent, U.S. Mint, 

Philadelphia, Pa. 

Sir: 


Referring to the designs for the new coins, prepared by Mr. Barber, the engraver of your 
mint, I beg to inquire where Mr. Barber got his impression of the heraldic coat of arms. I find 
that it does not correspond in many respects with the heraldic coat of arms of the United States as 
exhibited upon the great seal of the Department of State. I beg to refer you to the seal on your 
commission as Superintendent of the Mint that you may note the difference. 

In some respects this design is an improvement upon the heraldic coat of arms as 
exhibited upon the seal and in some respects it is not. 

In the first place, it is contrary to artistic principles to have one surface pass over another 
in a delineation. I refer to the scroll containing the words “E. Pluribus Unum” which pass over 
the neck of the eagle. You will notice that on the seal of the State Department this is avoided, 
and I think, both from an artistic and practical standpoint, the scroll could be changed with 
advantage. 

The olive branch is usually represented with nine leaves, in clusters of three. The olive 
branch on the seal, it is true, has fruit upon it and it does not conform to the number of leaves 
indicated, but I believe it is customary among artists to represent the olive branch with nine 
leaves. It was thought that this would add to the appearance of the design. 

If the oak wreath is taken off it seems to me that it will necessitate a remodeling of the 
design, that is, that the proportions of the eagle etc. should be enlarged to cover as nearly as 
possible all the space available. 

Please confer with Mr. Barber on these points with a view to the possible preparations of 
a new design for the reverse. 

Very respectfully, 

E.O. Leech 

Director. 



